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The Court of Oyer and Terminer, Judge Brady
on the bench, entered yesterday upon Its February
term. A very forcible and most timely charge was

delivered by the Judge to the newly empanelled
Grand Jury. He gave Scannel's counsel one week
and King's counsel two weeks to prepare for trial,
and then announced his determination to proceed
with the trials of the murderers in the Tombs till
he has gone through the list, and further, that in
order to clear the City Prison he will sit till next
July if necessary.
From the late decision of Judge Barbonr, at

Special Term or the Superior Court, granting an
Injunction restraining Mr. John Foley from
attempting to assume the functions of Deputy
Chamberlain, pursuant to his appointment by the
Comptroller, an appeal was taken yesterday to the
Buperior Court, General Term. Owing to objections
to Judge Barbour, who is one of the judges holding
the latter Court during the present term, sitting in
review of his own decision, the' argument upon
the appeal was postponed till the next term of
the Court. Meanwhile the previous lQjunctlon
continues till the decision upon the appeal.
The tide of mandamuses against the Comptroller

1b still at Its flood. Three were granted yesterday
by Judge Davis, holding Suprome Court, Chambers,
and in another case, the latter, however, against
the City Chamberlala, and which was tuken to the
Court of Appeals, the judgment of the latter Court
was made the judgment of this Court.
The hearing of the case of George W. Bowen vs.

Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday in the United
States Circuit Court before Judge Shiptnan and
the special jury. Most or the day was taken up
with the reception of documentary evidence on
the part of the defendant. The testimony for the
defence will probably close to-day.
Yesterday, in the United States Court, Commis-

Bloner Davenport rendered his decision In the caRe
of Colonel Rlood, Tennle C. Claflin and Victoria C.
Woodhull, who had been charged with having sent
through the mails topics of a newspaper edited by
them alleged to contain obscene allusions in regardto Lnthcr C. Challis. The Commissioner decidesthat, although he is of opinion it was not the
Intention of Congress, in passing a law dealing
with obscene publications, to make It applicable
to newspapers, he would hold the defendants to
await the action of the Grand Jury, so that an opportunitymay be given to a court of law to pass
npon the question involved.

THE STOKES BILL OF EXCEPTIONS.

Legal Quibbles Presented and Judicial
Ruling Thereon to Follow.Argument
of Counsel for Stokes.A Gireat Oral
of Noise and Little Wool.Argument
Still On.
Yesterday, in the Court of Oyer and Terminer,

after the business of the February term had been
arranged by Judge Brady, and for which two
important murder trials are set down.the case
of the People vs. John Scanned, for the murder of
Thomas Douohoc in November, and the trial of
James C. King for the murder of Anthony F. O'Neill,
to follow immediately on the termination of the
Bcannell trial.Judge Brady vacated the bench,
and left its presidency for the motion and argument
of connsel on the proposed bill of exceptions in
the Stokes trial.
There was very little interest manifested in the

later proceedings of the day.the hearing of argumentin the Stokes case.although at the opening
f the Court there wan a very crowded court room,
and the numeroas friends of Scanned and the few
friends that care to follow the fortunes of the unfortunateRing made np a large aidfCTfce.
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Terminer at Its opening, which the law required
him to do, and after addressing the Grand Jury,
fixing the trial of the parties arranged on the
calendar to come before him, adjourned his branch
f the Court, leaving the consideration of the btoscs

case to be continued by Judge Boardman.
AKGTOENT IN THE STOKES CASE.

That ofhcinl immediately called on counsel for the
prisoner Htokes to resume argnmeut in furtheranceof the motion for a bill of exceptions.
Mr. Dos I'assos, on whom the heavy work of preparingaffidavits, collating from testimony and

presenting his points in the best possible shape
was devolved, proceeded to address the Court,
taking np his points at where they were left off on
Satnrday. Counsel briefly recapitulated the points
previously advanced In favor of the motion.the
absence of the Judge and prisoner during different
portions of the trial, the strong expressions of
opinion on the part of jurors, the examination oi
pistols anil 01 tne urauu v^euirui ikjoci oy jurors
and the newly discovered evidence of Mary
Bean. He continued his argument, after stating
that in the Foster case it had been decided there
eonld be no trivialities permitted, that while
It was very doubtful whether this motion could
be made anywhere than in this court, and that
the right of appeal from its decision was also
douiiUuL, the right of the Court to hear this motion
was well settled. He quoted on Mils point a very
large number oi authorities and esses showing that
the practice of moving before the court which tried
the case had been recognized and approved. Me
also quoted cases to show that this could be doue
after sentence. In every other Ntate almost of the
Union the motion to the Over and Terminer could
l>e made on the incuts, though he conceded in this
State it could only be on irregularities. The Court
of General Sessions had by statute, but not by
common law, the power to grant new trials even
on the merits. Proceeding to the menu, the tlrst
ground was the expressed hostility of three Jurors.
Mr. Manchester was shown to have said he would

k RAMI STORKS ANYHOW;
to have said immediately before the trial, "in pot

' wu the jury on btok.es I will hang liuu anyhow."

NEW YOI
And the proof of fhte vu from most respectable
men. wlio were SBtonished lie should, having so

strongly shown that he had prejudged the case,
have got on the jury. His excuse that one of the remarkswas made Jestingly did not exonerate hiin.
After he was summoned ou the Jury he said that he
would hang Stokes quicker than lightning, and
this could not be received as a jest by the Court.
It was his duty to say to the Court that he had ex£reused his opinion as to be unfit for a juror. As to
[rs. Watts' statement that Tost said that hanging

was too good for Stokes, he did not deny it directly.
He said merely that he did not know Mrs. Watts,
and didn't believe he had said anything of the kind.
Mr. Tretnaiu here interrupted, saying that be had

just discovered that when Mrs. Watts was seeking
a certificate to obtain credit for her rent Mr. Yost
signed a paper recommending her as trustworthy.
He asked leave to introduce an affidavit of that
fact.
The Court said it did not suppose that could be

done without consent of the ether side.
Counsel continuing said-Mr. Hechsteln did not

deny the allegation that he used similar expressionspositively, but that he did not believe he hail
used them. That the expression of such opinions
unutteu mm lor trie trial of the case needed hurdiy
any argument. It was not merely an opinion of
the guilt or Innocence of the prisoner: It was a
fixed conclusion, "Stokes ought to be hanged."
He submitted that under the new act these
objections were fatal, it was true that they believedand testified they could try on the evidence
solely, but when it appeared that in that their testimonywas wrong, that their expressions showed
such a conviction that nnder the conditions of humannature they could not disregard it, the Court
would interfere. This was not a technical matter,
and oounsel cited especially on this nolnt the decisionsof the United States Courts, in which the
rule is somewhat similar to the rule under the new
statute. The English cases cited show that the expressionof an opinion, and especially of such
opinions as ascribed to Manchester, Yost and Beehstein,was regarded as much stronger evidence
of unfitness in a juror than mere formationof an opinion revealed by a juror's
own statement. He quoted both American and
English law to show that the prisoner was entitled
to unbiassed jurors. Counsel then read the statute
ol 1870, and claimed that it violated the United
States constitution,' which provided lor an impartialjury for the trial of persons charged with
crime. This has not been re-enacted in this State
in terms, but our State constitution provided that
the right 01 trial by jury, where it existed at the
time ol the passage of the constitution, should remainInviolate lorever. He argued that the law
was in opposition to the clause in either constitution,ana cited the definitions of the word "impartial."in Webster, "without bias," "unprejudiced,"Ac., but cluitued that it was
unnecessary to go into a long discussion.
The meaning of the word was illustrated in the
cose of Wiggins against The People, where the
Court decided that a man who bad made repeated
expressions of an opinion adverse to the defeated
party, and whom, had the defendant known of his
expressions, he would never have accepted as a
juror, was not impartial. The State constitution
also provided that no one should be deprived of
life, liberty or property except by due process of
law. He claimed that that meant the common law,
and that the Legislature could not interfere with
any of the common law rightB of a prisoner as to
the jurors any more than they could enact that a
jury should cousist of eleven men, or provide
that an injured man's brother might be placed on
a Jury. With regard to the Juror Howies he had
made certain examination, and he communicated
the result of his examination to his fellow jurors.
Then, again, there was no denial of the fact that
Howies, in violation of the direction of the Court,
had read newspaper reports ol the testimony in
the case.
Mr. Heach said there was no proof that the Court

had made such an order.
Mr. Justice liourdinan said he had recommended

to the jury not to read anything in the newspapers
in reference to the case.
Mr. Dos Passos claimed that the jury were bound

to follow such recommendation, and cited cases to
snow tnat tnejuugmenr snouia oe reversed oecauso
of their neglect. He cited Eastwood against the
People (3 Parker, 26), Vhere a new trial was
granted because one-half the jury, in the absence
of the other half, went to the place of the affray
and viewed it without the consent of the Court or
counsel. In that case the >ury were merely
out for recreation, and it was not pretended
that the visit to the scene of the homicidehad any influence on the jury, and
the Court would not inquire upon that point
iu setting aside the verdict for such irregularity.
He quoted decisions of the same general bearing in
other States, in whleh the court refused to considerthe testimony as binding, lie contended that
for all the purposes of a fair and constitutional
trial the prisoner was not present when the verdictwas given, and that he was., not present when
the jury received ' supplemental instructions.
Under these decisions it was no answer that the
prisoner was not prejudiced, or formal, or technical.But who could say that he was not prejudiced?Who could say that lie could not have suggestedquestions which escaped the notice of his
counsel i> This right could not be waived by the
prisoner's counsel. That had been held where
there had been a formal waiver by counsel, and
there were eases where It had been decided the
prisoner could not Uimsell waive it. With regard
to the
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during the summing up of Mr. lieach, the law bade
a prisoner to exact all the requirements of the
law. lie referred to the case ol the People vs.
White: which denied that the presence of a duoruin
of the judges in Oyer and leruiiner was all that
was needed. But the Court would see that the
reasoning negatived the order that the Court
could be complete without any Judge.
Me. Dos Passos closed Ills argument ai ten

minutes to four o'clock when the Court adjourned
till this morning.

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

The Salt of Bowen vs. Chase.Further
Testimony for the Defence.The Evidencefor the Defendant Drawing to a
Close.The Will of Madame Jumel
Read In Court. ,

The hearing ol the case of George W. Bowen vs.
Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday In the United
States Circuit Court before Judge Shipman and the
special jury.
Mr. Hoar, Mr. Chatfleld, Mr. Shaffer and Mr. Sawyerappeared as counsel for the plaintiff, and Mr.

Charles O'Conor and Mr. J.,C. Carter for the defendant.
RESUMPTION OP TESTIMONY FOR TOE DEFENCE.MR.

MATBEW CLARKSON ON TUE STAND.
Mr. Mathew Clarkson, sworn. Examined by Mr.

O'Conor. Witness saidI reside at Flatbush, Long
Island"; I was born in Whitehall street, New York,
in 1796; I have lived in Flatbush most of my life; I
lived in New York op to 1821; nntil I was twentyoneyears of age I lived In Whitehall street with my
father; If I was away at all, I was away at school;
my father's honso was at the corner of
Whitehall street and Pearl street, on the
right side of the way coming up from
the water; I lived on the block running
from Pearl to Water street; lived in that house
with my father until I was twenty-five years of
age; I knew of Stephen Whitney living in that
street; It Is my impression that he resided on the
opposite side of the way to my father; Mr. Whitneylived on the right side of the street coming up
from the water: my father's house fronted on
Pearl street, as also did Mr. Whitney's house.
Cross-examined.I remember that John Lang,

editor of the Morning Gazette, lived right opposite
to us. The witness named othcrpersoim who ll\ed

J In Whitehall street. I did not know Stephen
Jumel, but It is quite possible 1 may have heard of
hun.

TEBTIMONY OP MR. Wlt.LIAM KEMBI.E.
Mr. William Kemble'sworn. He said:.I was

born In 1795, in Pearl street, In this city; my father
was Peter Kemble, a merchant; I was connected
with the West Point. Foundry; my father moved
from Pearl street In 1817 to the southeast corner of
ciwuv ouu vYiuLcimu wirctus, lb wns no. IT » niwv

.hall street; I made my home at my father's house:rI went to college in lso»; before going to college I
have a recollection of a person living in Whitehall
street of the name of Stephen Jumel. (Witness
pointed out on the map the locality of the house.)

Ahout how long beiore your going to college
did you know of Mr. Jumel occupying that house?
A. A number of years from lso4: It was a yellow
brick double house, on the northwest corner of
Pearl and Whitehall streets, racing Whitehall srreet;
1 was attracted by looking at the peculiarity of
Madame Jumel's carnage; It wis a light grass

8reeu carriage, In wlileh Madame Jnmel used to
live out; I nave Heen the lady in the carriage

taking a drive.
....Cross-examined.I know that Mr. Jumel occupied

his house as 1 do that General Clarksou occupied
his own house; I may say that 1 know Mr. Jumel
occupied the house, ami as to Madame Jumel I
know that .she also occupied It by seeing her leavingIt and returning to It; I do not think there
were any other inhabitants in Mr. Jumel's house.
Re-dlrect.Carriages were not so common in

those days as they are now.
Mr. Carter proposed to read to the jury the will

of Madame Jumel as it had been drawn up by Mr.
William Ingils.
Tbls was objected to by counsel for plaintiff; but

the objection was overruled.
The win, ainid other clauses, contained provisionsfor William Ingils Chase and Kliza Jumel

Chase, the son and the daughter of Mr. NelsonChase, the defendant.
There was also admitted In evidence, after some

opposition from counsel for plaintiff, wldch was
subsequently withdrawn, a paper found with the
will above referred to. It was a paper containingthe names of relatives of Mme. Jnmel handed byher to Mr. Iuglis at the time he was drawing herwill.
Counsel for defendant also read in evidence thewill of Madame Jumel, dated April lft, Wft3.This will was the will which left the nulk of the

property away Irom Mr. Chase's family and conferredit upon religious and charitable Institutions.It was to break this will that Mr. Chaaatigd instituteda suit in iw In the state Court.
TKRTIMoNY OF MK. I1RACKK1*.

Mr. Pracken, a lawyer, was recalled, and said
that while lie was in WlUlanwton, N. be made
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inquiries for one Edward Crtftln, and found that
there was no such person there living.

TBSTIMONV or T. W. KDHEI.IMr.T. VV. Edsell, a lawyer, stated that he went
East on the part of Mr. Chase to make inquiries
after Jonathan Clarke, Phttue, nu wiie, ami pony
ana Betsy Bowcu: be searched in towns in Massachusettsand Vermont; lie was down there a lew
days ago; lound that one Reuben Walker was
dead; but before that wus at Reuben Walker's
house and produced to him the receipt signed
Daniel Walker; he went there to trace* Daniel
Wulker. Wltuess produced an old account book,
which had oeen given him by Renben Walker. The
object of this testimony was to identify a receipt
that had been put in evidence by the defendant us
a receipt signed by one Daniel Walker. The defenceconsidered it material to prove this fact.

In cross-examination Mr. Kdsell stated that he
had received between two thousand dollars and
three thousand dollars for his services from the defendantfor these explorations.
The remainder of the session was taken np with

the introduction ol documentary evidence relating
to the marriage of Madame Juniel in 1804, ami to
the residence of Mr. Jnmel in Whitehall street, the
latter part being proved, In this instance, by the
production of tbe "New York Directory" trom 1801
or 1802 up to 1814. The name of Eliza Rowen, 87
Reed street, appeared In the Directory for 1803-4,
and after thut it ceased to take its place there.
Letters from the Jumels were also read, expressing
a kindly leeling towards the Jones family, so oltcn
alluded to in the progress of the present suit.
Mr. O'Conor offered to read in evidence a letter

which had been written by a {Arson named Mumford,at Saginaw, to Mr. Chase, Informing him that
his wife was going on to New York to testify on
behalf of the plaintiff, and stating further that a
liberal compensation would seal her jthe wife's)
lips forever.
Mr. Hoar objected to tbe letter on the ground

that it was not proved that the wife knew or the
contents of the letter.

Mr. O'Conor said the witness distinctly said she
was in periect accord with her husband, and knew
that the letter had been written.
Judge Shipman remarked that, inasmuch as the

witness saiu she did not know of the contents of
tbe letter, he wonld exclude it on that ground, but
he would order that the letter be filed with the
Clerk of the Court.
me lurvncr ucuriui; 01 me cunc wao uujuuiucu

until to-day, when, in all probability, the testimonylor the defendant will be brought to a close.
From intimation hitherto made It Is not unlikely
that the plaintiff may offer some evidence by way
of rebuttal.

PALMER'S INJUNCTION AGAINST
FOLEY.

Appeal from Judge Barbour's Decision
at Special Term to. the Superior Court
General Term.Argument Upon the AppealPostponed till Next Month.
Keeping in view the fact that two temporary injunctionshave already been granted in the pendinglegal controversy between Chamberlain Palmer

and Mr. Foley, and that one or other of them is almostsure to be before the Courts nearly every
day in one torn or another, It requires pretty vigilantwatchfulness not to get them. The injunctioncoming to the surface yesterday was that
granted on behulf of Mr. l'alnicr agaiust Mr.
Foley, prohibiting him from any attempt to assume
the duties of Deputy Chamberlain on account of
his appointment by the Comptroller. It will bo
remembered that Judge Harbour, holding Special
Term of the Superior Court, granted this injunction.This result was not satisfactory to Mr. Foley,
and at the lime of rendering the decision notificationwas given of an intention to appeal from the
decision to the Uenerul Term. The latter term enteredyesterday on its February term.Judges Harbour,Curtis and Sedgwick on the bench.
Mr. Anthony 11. D.vett, counsel for Mr. Foley,

.submitted in due form the papers necessary for
perfecting his appeal. He called attention to the
fact, however, that Judge Harbour, who has
granted the Injunction from which the appeal was
fru ban uniu a timtnlmr nf thn annallata f'nnrt A a

His Honor tincl granted the injunction, he did not
deem him competent to sit in review of his own
judgment. lie asked, therefore, that another
Judge sit in His Honor's place pending ttie argumenton the appeal.
Judge Harbour suld that such had not been the

practice of the Court, and he saw no necessity of
making an exception in the present case.
Mr. Dyett Bald he was willing to have the argument.before the two remaining Judges, but he

was aware this could not be done without the consentof the opposing counsel.
Ex-Judge Edmonds, counsel for Mr. Palmer, insistedthat the case should bo heard belore a full

bench.
After some further remarks it was Anally determinedto put the case down for argument at the

IfUCh term of the Court, and meantime till the
decision upon the appeal the temporary injunctiongranted by Judge Harbour was ordered to
stand in full force.

MORE MANDAMUSES.

An Old Cleaner of the New Court House
and Two Superior Court Ollleers After
Their Salaries.Writs of Alternative
Mandamus Granted Against theComptroller.Knforclnga Decision of the
Court of Appeals.
The machinery of mandamuses is still kept in

lively motion. More applications lor writs of peremptorymaudamus against the Comptroller were

made yesterday Defore Judge Davis, at Supremo
Court, Chambers. Mr. John McCabe was the Orst
applicant. He invoked the aid of the Court to
compel the Comptroller to puy him $000, for servicesrendered pursuant to an appointment
from the Board of Supervisors, aH one of
the cleaners of the new Court House.
The claim was that the appointment was

perfectly legal, that the services were performed
and that he is entitled to his pay. The other two

applicants were James Doyle and Thomas Feeley,
who ask to be paid their salaries as officers of the
Superior Court from May l to June 11, 1872. It
was slated that they both received their appointmentsome time previous to.the date mentioned,
that they are still employed as such officers, that
tjiey have continuously discharged their dutiesas such officers from the respective
dates of their appointment up to the
present time, and that, with the exception
of the interval mentioned, they have been
regularly paid their salaries. The further explanationwas that at the time reffirred to there was a
dispute between the superior Court Judgca and
the Comptroller as to which had the power of np1pointment, and that pending such dispute their
salaries were withheld. The Court listened to
quite an extended argument in each case, but
would only grant writs of alternative mandamus,
which the opposing counsel, though rather rej.luctantly, agreed to accept. Tills gives the Conipitroller an opportunity to make a re tarn to each
writ, when they will come up for further argument
on an order to show cause why peremptory writs
of mandamus should not, issue.
Scarcely had ttie above case been disposed of

when Mr. W. C. Trull asked that the judgment of
the Court of Appeals in the ease of I'lilneus 11.
Kingsland vs. Mr. Palmer, city Chamberlain, be
made t.l»e judgment of tills Court. This will be reimetnbered us an application lor Judgment of $:i,208
for services as Clerk ol the Commissioners of Hecords.At the Special Term a decision was rendered
in favor of the City Chamberlain. This decision
wns reversed at t lie Ccncral Term, when the case

was carried to the Court of Appeals and the decisionof the latter Court sustained. Judge Davis
granted t.lie application, and ordered that a pereniptor*writ of mandamus Issue directing payment of
the'money, wltli Interest irom May i5,1871.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

SUPREME COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decisions.

By Judge Barrett.
Thomas Kino vs. Mary Farrall et al..Motion

granted.
Bellng V* Degraw ct ah.Motion for an extra

allowance denied, without costs.
Hart vs. Cauldwei) et al..Order for counsel.
Mutual Life Insurance Company vs. Finch..same.
McGay et at. vs. Green et al..Report couUrmed

ann order granted.
Kavanagh vs. The New York catholic Protectory,

Ac..Heport confirmed and decree granted.

SUPREME C0U1T.SPECIAL TERM.
Decisions.

By Judge Barbour.
Strong vs. Woodward Steam I'ump ManufacturingCompany..Order for judgment.
Laidoner vs. Cassanova..Motloa granted.
Gersel vs. Schneider..Order granted.
Brown vs. New Kngland Mutual Life Insurance

Company..Judgment lor defendant on demurrer.

CCUHT OF CUWMUs PLEAS.6EHERAL TERM.
Decisions Upon Cnsrs Argued During the

January Term.
Tills Court met yesterday and rendered dccisionf

upon cases argued during tlio January term. The
following are the decisions:.
John A. Kagleson vs. James K. Sproll, Impleaded,

Ac..Judgment an to Sullivan claims reversed; new
trial ordered; costs to abide the event. Opinion
by Judge Robin sou.
John Unghes vs. The Mercantile Insurance CompanyJudgment affirmed. Opinion by JudgeLarremore.
Roderick W. Cameron vs. Frank Dcrkhclm.Jndgmcntaffirmed. Opinion by Judge Robinson.
Anson Bangs vs. The Blue Ridge Railroad Companyet al..Demurrer overruled; order appealed

from affirmed. Opinion bv Judge l.arrernore.
Sheridan vs. Churiick..Motion for ULefty to go t(

FEBRUARY 4, 1873.-TRIPL
Court of Appeals granted. Opinion by Judge
Joseph E. Duly. ,

William K. Smith vs. Benjamin Douglass..Judgmentreversed and new trial ordered; costs to
abide event. Opinion by Judge Robinson.
McKolier vs. .Seigler..Judgment reduced to one

month's rent and aitlrmed as to ttiat, and rescinded
as to the residue. Opinion by Judge l.oew.
Weinberger vs. Pauserback..Judgment reversed.Opinion by Judge l.oew.
Hubuell vs. Schreyer..Judgment affirmed as for

the extra work done by Muldooii tor Schreyer, and
reversed as to Uubbeil except as to the materials
furnished within three months, and affirmed to
the extent ot these materials. Referee's findings
upon Muldoon's claim reversed unless Muldoon
consents to reuuee the judgment to $S33. Opinionsby t hief Justice Daly and Judge Robinson.
Alkers vs. Kohde..Judgment affirmed. Opinion

by Jndge Joseph F. Daly.
Hurray vs. White Judgment affirmed. Opinion

by Jndge Lawrencff
Brenahan vs. Darrien..Judgment affirmed. Opinionby Jndge Joseph K. Daly.
Miller vs. Post..Appeal dismissed without prejudiceto rehearing on all the papers. Opinion by

Judge Lawrence.
James vs. Stewart..Judgment affirmed.
After rendering the above decisions the Court ad-

journed ««e ate.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS-SPECIAL TERM.
Dec talon*.

By Judge Loew.HcnryRowland vs. S. C. Ryder..Motion granted.
J. D. Menell vs. J. J. Uigglns..Motion to vacate

order of arrest? denied.
K. Howell vs. H. H. Mnrtaugh..Motion denied.
8. Beer vs. N. Vanderworlbach..Same.
J. D. Phyfe vs. J. P. Olmstead..Same.
Van Allen Pugsley vs. H. P. Hunt..Same.
Rebecca Relllyvs. II. A. Reilly..Limited divorce.
J. C. Lane vs. E. M. Lane..Divorce grunted.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSJOHS.PAR T I.
Before Recorder Hackett.

, Opening of tU« Term.The Grand Jury
Discharged Till the 17th Inat.

The February terra of this Court was opened yesterday,IDs Honor the Recorder presiding. As
there was a Grand Jury empanelled In the Oyer
and Terminer the Grand Jurors summoned for serviceIn the General Sessions were discharged till
the third Monday, the 17th lust. The Clerk proceededto call the panel of petty jurors for both
branches of the Court, and those summoned for
Part 2 were directed to attend at the Chamber of
the Board of Aldermen, where Ills Honor Judge
Sutherland will preside.

An Assault and Battery.
Thomas Bourke, who was indicted for attempting

to rob George Bourke on the 10th of January,
pleaded guilty to assault and battery. As there
were mitigating circumstances His Honor scut him
to the Penitentary tor six mouths.
Alleged Robbery.The Accused Honorably

Discharged.
The first case called to the consideration of tlio

inry was an Indictment for robbery preferred
against Thomas Donohue and Thomas Brown, who
were charged with stealing a silver watch from
Frederick Wlndhorn, In Second avenue, on the
night of the 26th of October. Brown pleaded
guilty at a former term of tlio Court
to larceny lrom the person and waH
sent to the State Prison. The testimony
against Donohue showed that he did not act in
complicity with Brown, and, having established hiH
good character by witnesses, the jury rendered a

[ verdict of not guilty without leaving their scats.
Another Case of John Dean and Ilia

Mary Ann.
The next case was a charge of assault and

battery against a brawny Irishman, who gave his
name us John Hughes, and during the progress of
'the trial some novel and interesting facts were
brought out. The complainant was a genteel-look-
lng young lady, who gave her name as Mary Kllen
Moore, and stated that she resided at 160 East 127th
street. It seems that the accused was her stepfather,that her mother was rich, and, for some
reason or other not developed In the course of ttie
examination, Mrs. Moore married Hughes, who
drove her coach. The young lady swore that on
the 21st of November Hughes seized her by the
throat and squeezed her. The defendant testified
in bis own behalf and said tliat ho was married to
Mrs. Moore on the 17th of Angust, and that on the
dav in question Miss Moore was in the act of throwinga large dinner bell at him when he caught her
arm. He denied the allegation made by ttie complainantthat he squeezed her, although she was
corroborated by a servant.
The jury, alter deliberating for an hour, rendered

a verdict of not guilty.
An Assault.

James Moloney, who was charged with aiming a

loaded pistol at Edward Mnrtangh on the 20th of
December, pleaded guilty to a simple assault. The
circumstances showed that Murtaugh was pursuingthe prisoner, who threatened to slioot him, but
before he tired a policeman knocked the pistol out
of his hand. The Recorder In passing sentence
said that so long as he presided in the Court lie
would punish the wanton and reckless use of the
pistol and knile to the full extent of the law. As
the pistol went off by accident, aiid as the cirrumstancesdid not show that Maloney Intended to do
the complainant any Injury lie sentenced Maloney
to the J'enlteutlary for one month.

Larcenies.
Daniel McLonghlln, charged with stealing f 100

from Harney Million on the 4th of December,
pleaded guilty to an attempt at grand larceny.
Alexander Messager, indicted for petit larceny

from the > person, pleaded guilty to an attempt to
commit that offence. On the 2ist ot December ho

These prisoners
'
were each sent to the StuTe

Prison for two years ami six mouths.
Alleged Conspiracy by Residents of North
Carolina.A Nolle Prosequi Entered on

the Indictment.
Oa motlou or District Attorney Russell a nolle

prose<jui was directed to be entered 011 an indictmentpreferred in April, 1868, against (Jeorge W.
Swepson, Robert It. Swepson, E. Nye Hutchinson,
Robert F. Holce and Thomas J. Sumner for conspiracyto defraud Thomas J. Carter hy representingthat certain lands in North Carolina were more
valuable than they really were. Mr. Russell informedthe Court that there was a civil suit pending,bur that it had never been prosecuted to judgment.liis Donor granted the motion.

JEFFERSON MARKET POLICE COURT.
Burglary.

William Thompson and Frank Shuttenbcrg were
charged with burglary, in entering various bouses
in the Nineteenth precinct during last summer,
while the families were in the country, and stealingmuch valuable property. Officer Mullen had
received Information which pointed to them as the
guilty parties, and arrested them 011 Sunday eveningat a house In Greene street. A valuable clock,
worth fftoo, and other property, tor which an owner
Is desired, were recovered bv the officers. The
prisoners were remanded to await farther examination.

Grand Larceny.
Mary Farrell was charged with stealing f500

from Mrs. Jane O Nell, of No. 422 West street. A
bank hook was Introduced allowing that Mary had
deposited a similar sum in a bank in Mouth Brooklyn.She claimed It was a portion of a legacy left
her hy deceased friends in Ireland, but was com-
mitted to answer.

stealing a coat, valued at fOO, irorn William Pryor,
of N". w Wooeter street. He watt locked up to
answer.

DEATH OF A COURT OFFICER.
Mr. Andrew Kelly, for several years past one of

the officers of the Court of Common Pleas, died
yesterday. He was a cousin of ex-Hheriir Kelly, and
by his falthlnl discharge of his duties and marked
gentlemanly courtesy had endeared to himself a
large circle of friends. The luneral will take place
to-morrow.

CCURT CALENDARS.THIS DAY.
rtiTHRME Colrt.Circuit.Trial Tkhm.Part

1.Held by Judge Barrett..Nos. iooh, 684, litis,
1070, 1080, 1082, 1084, 10S6, 1092, 1092>4, 1094, 1094Ji,
1090, 1098, 1100, 1102, 1104, 1106, 1108, 1110.
Sl'PKKMB COt'RT.SPKCIAL Tirm.Held by Judge

Van Brunt..Demurrers Nos. 83, 36, 38; law and
fact Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16,
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31,

'32, 33, 34, 36, 86(4, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 42yt,
4.1, W, 40, *1, »". *"}
SUPREME COURT.flENERAI. TERM..NoS. 120, 180,

182, 258, 188, 189, 192, 194, 195, 190, 197, 198, 199,
200, 201, 203, 204, 205, 200, 207, 208, 210, 212, 215,
210, 217.
Supreme Court.Ciiamiikrs.Hold by Juage DaVia..N«s.14, :i4, 47, 67, 97, Call 102.
BUTBJUOB COURT.trial Term.I'art l.Held by

Judge Moncll..Nos. 1899, 493, 1231, 1825, 1129, 1671,
183, 1009, 1871, 1435, 479, 1307, 1471, 1201, 377. Part
2.Htld by Judge Van Vorat..Nog. 870, 2020, 1612,
1590, 1672, 1482, 1940, 1008, 500, 1578, 1288, 314, 1584,
1388, 782.
Court ok Common Pleap.Trial Term.Part 1.

field by Judge Robinson..Nob. lfloo, 2790, 1124>»,
866,59. 1860, 08, 1598, 1061, 1160, 374, 2496, 1721, 703,
600, 2807, 1347. 1864, 1303, 1686, 512, 1649, 612, 613,
1618, 1092, 1644, 3044, 50, 1709, 104, 323, 1362, 290,

r 1250, 1599, 1760, 1617, 1880, 481, 1337, 2921, 1612.
court ok Common II.kas.Trial Term.Part 2.

Held 1-y Judge Loew..Nos. 49, 1706, l7«o, 1761, 1789,
1762, 1707, 1768, 1770, 1771, 1772, 1777; 1780, 1781. 1733.

! court ok Common Pleas.Equity Term.field by
Judge l.arremorc..Nos. 13, IT. 23, 34, 51, 58.
Marine Court.1Trial Triim.Part 3.Held by

Jndgc spanlding..Nos. 1.334, 1737, 516, 912, 930, 932,
941. 944, 948, 940, 963, 956, 988, 1004, 1035. Part 2.

I Held by Judge Shea..Nos. 1106, 1103, 1243, 1247,
1305, 1415, 1239, 1901, 1307. 1275, 1917, 1209, 1411, 1425,

> 767. Part 1.llold by Judge JuacUiiaaun..Nba. 692,

E SHEET.
1240, 1328, 1102, 1278, 1228, 1114, 1104, 484, 1272; 181
1350, 1364, 1366.

BROOKLYN COURTS.

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS' COURT.
The Special Tax.

Before Commissioner Wlnslow.
Michael McCoey, of the corner of Jay and Tillar

street*;John Gallagher, of No. 252 Bridge utreet
Ernest Seeback, of No. 62 Tillary street, and Denr
McKenna, of Hnnter's Point, were hetore the Cora
nilssioncr yesterday on the charge of selling liquor
and cigars without paying the special tax require
by law. The cases were adjourned until nex
month.

SUPREME COURT-SPECIAL TERM.
Kclsey, the Tarred and Feathered.Re

Handing the Accused Parties.
Justice Montfort, or Huntington, L. I., held Roya

famrais, George H. Hunks and M. Caudius crime u

await the action of the Grand Jury a short tlmi
srnce, on the charge of being implicated in th<
tarring and feathering gf Charles G. Kelsey, wb<
disappeared (rem that place several months ago
After the action of the Justice an effort was madi
by the counsel for the accused to have them dis
charged. A writ of habeas corpus and ccrtlorar
was obtained from Judge Pratt, of the Suprenu
Court, before whom the case was argued, and tin
case was reported in the Herald at the time.
Yesterday morning Judge Pratt rendered a de

clslon, discharging the writ and remanding tin
accused. In his opinion, the Judge says:.
Tlic ouly question to be determined In this proceeding I

whether the defendants are entitled to he discharge!
upon a writ of habeas corpus. The writ of certiorari pro
vnled by statute is concurrent remedy witli that of huhca
corpus ami is a substitute lor the latter where the perHonal attendance of the prisoner is uot required. It 1
also oecasionally Issued simultaneously with the writ o
habeas corpus to obtain a more definite and l\ill rcturi
of the cuusc ol imprisonment or detention ot a partvIt is concedud, on the part ot the prisoners, that tie
imprisonment is under actual proceas valid upon It
lacc, and that it was issued by u magistrate havini
jurisdiction. It is not controverted that the finding o
the Justice that a "crime had beeu committed" m full
warranted by the evidence. The magistrate has furthe
determined that there is probable cause to believe til
prisoners guilty, and has accordingly held them lor th
action ot the (iraud Jury. This last nnding the relator
claim is not supported bvtho evidence, and lienco the
should be discharged. The practice Is now well settle
that the merits of a trial before a committing magii
tratc will not lie examined upon a writ of habeas corpuiwhen there is no suggestion that he has mistaken th
law or exceeded his jurisdiction. The writ of linbeu
corpus is not given for an appeal and review, hi
simply to try the issue whether the purty is illegally d<
nrivou of his liberty. Under the present practice, as
have above stated, the prisoners aro not so restrainci
hut are held upon a commitment regular and valid upoits lace, and regularly Issued and served in the course <
a judicial proceeding. The jurisdiction ot theJusticc wli
acted in tills matter is unquestioned. Whether he adhere
with technical accuracy to the rules ot evidence or dl
carded some and gave undue credence to other testinu
ny are questions not opitu to review in this matter. 1 ai
not called upon to define what are the exact powersthe Supreme Court at eomimui law, or a Justice <
the same under our statute to give relief agalm
unjust imprisonment, as this reeord shows untiling tin
would lustily an interference on my part, assuming in
power to ho all thut is claimed hy the relators. A du
administration of justice requires that this writ shall I:
discharged and the prisoners remanded to await actio
by the Grand Jury. Ordered accordingly.

BROOKLYN COURT CALENDARS.
Supreme Court.Circuit..Nos. 61,132. 482.
CITY court..NOS. 21, 22, 31, 32, 34, 85, 31

37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 40, 48, 49, 50, 52, 63, 5:
55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 01, 02.

COURT OF APPEALS CALENOAR.
Albany, Feb. 3, 1873.

Tlie lollowlng is the Court of Appeals day ealer
<lar lor February 4Nob. 56, uo, in, 68 iz 47, «;
00.

THE BURTEA HOMICIDE.
Further Testimony Taken Before the Corone

Yesterday.The Inquest Again Adjourned.

The adjourned Inquest In. the case of John 1
Simmons, charged with the killing of Nlcholn
Duryea, was resumed yesterday afternoon, at tw
o'clock, in llellevue Hospital. Tlie attendance wt
larger than at the previous hearing, tlie large ha
in which the investigation was held being con

pletely Oiled with spectators. Those present wer
for the greater part, policy dealers, the majority
them being friends of tlie accused man. T1
l»^iow of Duryea was present, attired In dei
mourning, attentively watching the progress
the hearing. Mrs. Duryea, from her demeanor ai

appearance, seems to be a perfect lady, and mu

sympathy was manifested for her. Tho prison
was brought in upon a stretcher, as be is st
suffering from tlie effects of his fractured leg. ]
was as tenderly eared lor us u baby, more than hi
a dozen attendants waiting to do his biddin
Colonel Fellows, ex-Assistant District Attorne
was present on the part of Kiininons. The peop
were unrepresented.
Windham Stryker, who was examined hefor

was first placed upon the stand and asked a fc
unimportant questions, which did not contradii
anything he hud previously sworn.
Charles Anderson, of No. 211 East Fiftoen

street, clerk in the General Post Ottlcc, register d
iNutment, was next examined:.I left the Poi
Olllce on the loth ol December about seven o'cloc
P. M. to go up town; us 1 turned to go up Nussa
street I

IIKAKD A CKY OF POLICE;
I and several other parties rau toward the doo
step, from whence the cries came: when I arrive
opposite .Sutherland's restaurant 1 saw the ufeu u
the sidewalk, one kneeling en the top or the nthei
1 stepped up to see what the matter wan; just u
I stepped over to see what wan going on Slmmoi

fot up; as he was getting np he exclaimed, "No
have got the best of youhe attempted to ste

backward and fell right on the street: he e:
claimed, "I have broken my leg;" son;
parties came forward and assisted hu
into Sutherland's; saw no movement
either party; saw no blows or stabs give
nor any instruments In any one's hands; al'tc
wards saw the instrument wldch was taken to tti
station house; a short time afterwards I*an
several others went into Sutherland's, when tn
police came up and arrested Simmons; some coi
vernation passed between the witness stryser an
the prisoner; couldmot hear what it was; somi
body said, in answer to an inquiry, that two me
were near being robbed going down Liberty streel
I think the person who said that was Stryker; di
not hear Simmons say anything.
To a Juror- I don't remember whether Slmmor

said,"I have brokeu my leg," or "My leg is broken.
Richard J. lloban sworn.I reside at 156 Uroai

way; lam a clerk at 16 Exchange place; on th
lfith of December I was at 69 Liberty street, whe
I heard a row on the street; there seemed to b
severul

I-KKSONS MAKINO A NOISE;
they were talking loud; I went down stairs to th
street and saw two men on the ground; the d<
ceased was underneath and the prisoner was o
top of hlin; I saw the prisoner rise a little an
stab the deceased with an Instrument which gtl
tered la the light; I then remarked he was stai
blng linn with something; he stabbed Idm seven
tunes around the head somewhere; 1 cannot te
where else be struck Idm; I was sure he was stai
blng him, for 1 saw the instrument glitter;! the
heard the prisoner say, "Now 1 have got ttte be
of you;" alter saving that he got up; in getting u
Ills loot got entangled with the foot of decease
and he fell backwards Into the gutter, exelaimlui
"1 have broken my ankle;" he was then lilted u
and carried over to Sutherland's; 1 went for tli
ponce; on going i met onicer wenoer, ami i sab
"Conic around on'Libcrty street,

THERE IS A STAUHINO AKKRAV;"
he cnme around with me to Huthcrluud's: the prli
ouor did the stubbing with his uglit hand; that
.til I know.
To a Juror.I could not tell when trie prlsom

raised himself up whether there was anything U
mutter with his leg or not.
William Ilcaton was next examined:.I board i

No. 7 Franklin street; I aui a steel and copperplai
printer; I was a witness to the occurrence on Lil
erty street 011 the evening of the loth of Deccmbei
I was working at Aft Liberty street, on the secon
floor; 1 heard a noise in the street, as If there wei
several men engaged In a row; I heard somebcxl
holloolng "Police! police!" and "Murder!" se"
oral times; 1 then went down staira and sa
two men lying 011 the sidewalk; one was 011 tl
top ef the other; 1 never saw either man beloi
that night; just as I got up there I heard the uia
that was under say, "Let me up, G.d (1.nyou:
he seemed to he struggling to get up, hut coui
only move his head backward and lorward ankick; the man on top then raised himself up, an
held (he other man with his left hand while I
struck htm with Ida right some place about tr
head, us I thought; I saw the arms of the mail wl
was underneath rail out Htraight from htm; h
head dropped to one side; the upper one ralsr
luiuself up on his left hand and looked at tne otlu
for a moment or two; the man underneath nevt
moved; the man on top then raised his right han
again, and as lie did so 1 saw something 10 h
hand

GLISTEN IN THE OASI.IOHT;
he then struck the other man again some plac
around the body; the legs of the man underneat
gave a lew quivers; the man on top then got u
and g' t out in tin street; lie staggered and ft
upon his hack, his nead toward Nassau street; h
turned Himself over on IiIh side and called 01
"Bill" three or four times; a man came up the
and helped him into .Sutherland's; I then weut u
stairs and went hark to my work; I huve identlflc
Mr. Simmons, the prisoner; he was the one wh
was on top.
At the conclusion of the testimony ef this wl

ness the Inquest wan again adjourned until to-da
The repeated delay caused great dlssatlafactkon
those who were present, as the evidence could 1
have been taken yestoiday.

a
* THE fiRBAT STONE OF THE TOMBS,

Justice Demands That It Be Rolled Away and
Its Occupants Brought Forth for Trial.

7 *.

j Murderers' Row to Give Forth
£All Its Culprits.

il
t .

[Judge Brady's Charge to the Oyer and
Terminer Grand Jury,

I Prompt Trial of All Parties
3 Charged with Murder.
)

j Scannell To Be Tried Next Monday.King
on the Monday Following.

9

At no period in the history of the criminal courts
of this city has such grave Importance attached to

3 the assembling of the Court of Oyer and Terminer
as at the present time. Upon the spirit manifested

i by the'Judge depended results of incalculable in*
" terest.results determining whether the use of tho

pistol, knife and bludgeon is to be restricted^
f whether murderers are to have meted out to then*
* the prompt punishment their crimeB mcrtt; whether
0 citizens can walk in public streets'or ride in publiaf
8 vehicles feeling that they can rely on the segia
f of the law for protection. The opening)
r yesterday of the February term of tho
e Court gave assurance, happily, of thesal
a results and corresponding terror to the indicted!
v murderers now filling tho City PilBon. Judga
t. Brady, always prompt*and unyielding in the dls-*'
* charge of his duties, showed himself the right munf
i« in the right place. It is unnecessary to say that;'
>' the court room was crowded to its utmost capa^1 city, the expectation being that Scannell, Klng£
u and some of the other indicted murderers nowj

confined in the Tombs would be arraigned for trlalJ
d In this respect the crowd, however, was disap-j
£ pointed, for Scannell was tho only one brought^
u into Court; but, though the centre of observationJ
Jf he paid no heed to it, but chatted in the gayest:jf mood imaginable wltli his counsel." EMPANELLING TfJK lilt A NO JTTRT.
y First In order alter the formal opening of thai1
iu Court, which took place promptly at ten o'clock, waai
»o the empanelling of tlie Grand Jury. One more juror*.
u appeared than was wanted, but as one of the others*!

wished to be excused from duty the permanent*
organization of the jury was easily and speedily"!
accomplished. The following are the naYnes of thai
Grand JuryForeman, Hugh Aucliincloss; John1
Campbell, Myer MyerR, Robert C. Livingston, Jus-,
tus L Rulkley, Samuel H. Sands, William H. Phil-;' Hps, Jacob Goldsmith, William II. Knochfel, Jeromos
B. Ransom, John Endtcott, Charles H. Kerner. Ed-1
ward A. Baldwin, Bernard Smith, John F. KebleyJ
William L. Andrews, David W. Brace, James nJ
I'inkney. John J. Sinclair, George Law, Jr., B. Lorrlllardliarsell, Jacob Caproa, Robert M. Fink-'

> huuscr.
J, CHARGE TO THE GRAND JTTRV.

Judge Braily, rising, proceeded at once to ehargoa
tho jury. He'spoke with slow but solemn earnestiiess.and every word was listened to, not only by*
tho members of the Jury, but by the immenso*
throng tilling ttie court room, with the most eager
attention. ULs charge was as followrfi.

[f Grntlkhbn or tiik Grasd Juur.Tho oath Inst administeredto you expresses, perhaps, the best manner in
which you are to discharge your high and responsible
or inn Iter, and you are to excuse none through feur, favor
or atrcctiou. V ou arc placed as

7 SKNT1WKI.S or THE STAT*
"" to watch, in some maimer. over the action* and
13 character!) of your fellow citizens. Your duties arty

very solemn, aiid are to he executed with great caution
" atitf rare. The presentment of a citizen under indict-'
IS ment must not he done on hearsay evidence; hut as to
. that you must be advised by the District Attorney anit>
II his assistant*. On the other hand, you should present no
n. man on remote, probabilities or unsubstantial testimony..

Still no persons, no matter how high their social, political
C, or professional position, should he exempt from indict-j
0» ment for offences. Intelligence, energy and perseverance.

in the prosecution of offenders against the law are tha
HO best safeguards against the lawless. You should rcmemherthat any delAy in the prosecution of criminal iuslico
BP emboldens lenders to n lessening of respect for the Courts.
Of If it was necessary, all the puwer of tlic htate should lu>

brought to hear to
lid STAT TUK HAND OK CH1MK.

ch By their indictments tlicv were to leach those who prco
sullied that I hev were above the luw that the statutes

er could not be defled with impunity. As to the use of tins
m pistol nud knife, it hail become almost a mere mutter of,

amusement. Tin- pistol und the other weapons namxl
3e hy the law as deadly should he prohibited, unless to uu..thorlzed officers, nud Ihc carrying of tlicin should he punIIIialicd severely, except In case of men ol tried and proved
ir goodnem. anil to whom a license ought to he granted.

Tills matter might well, in the presentcondition ol our
y. prisons, and ill relation to persons routined for

i0 citings or rioLKNcr.
press itself Tor deliberation, and for energetic and remedialaction Ills Honor then briefly charged them as to
their organization, and keeping secret Indictments found°» for teloiiy until the accused is lit custody, tie closed by

\V telling them that theirdcllherations might he protracted;that the exigencies of the hour demanded It, In connectslion with the present term fit General Sessions; and If so.
it would he continued, with the aid ol other .fudges. Ho
had made up>his mind, however, that If other Judged

h could not be found in this city, and there was uecd or a
continual Court, he would sit until July next it necestWlry'

,k At the coDclusiou of the charge the Urana Jury
u retired.

TRIAL OK SCANN ELI, AND KINO.
Mr. rticlps, District Attorney, stated that the,

.. rase of Stokes was then occupying tua attention
.) before Judge Hoardman, but he desired to an-
u nomine that an soon as no trot, through with tniif
.. matter he Hltould be alile to proceed at once with.
J tin; trial of John Scaunell, indicted for the murder
lg of Thomas Itonohue, ami then with the trial ol
w JameR C. King, Indlctetl for the murder of Anthony*

F. O'Nell. Appearing as counsel for Scanned wero
j William A. Beach, Charles 8. spencer and William
.' F. Ilowe.

Mr. Spencer asked that two weeks' time be per-;
mttted the counsel for preparation. They had a

.. great numiter of witnesses to examine, and the
r nature of the defence was such that fully that!

length of time was necessary. He wonld stlpu*
[(i late to try the case two weeks from to-dav.
,e Mr. Heach urged that fully two weeks intervene
. before the trial be commenced.
(1* Justice ltrady rehiarked that the stale of tbe
.. public rnlnd was such that It made it desirable thac
n the trials or persons accused of crime, and partlcui.larly of homicide, should be approached as speedilyJ as possible. He would set down the trial or Scanncllfor next Monday, and that of King for tho
IH Monday following.
it Mr. Howe earnestly appealed for a further delay;
i. but, after listening patiently to the*conclusion, His
. Honor said that he could not. change the lime.
n Mr. Beach urged further that In the case of King
l(! they were not yet prepared. It was very lmporItant to the prisoner that testimony as to his mentalcondition should be Introduced, ami that Incvolved the bringing of witnesses from ether States.
». The various counsel more persistently urged
n delay, but it was of no use. Judge Brady refused
,1 to change his decision. The court then adjourned
». till this morning.

COt'NSFL FOR SCANNKt.t.
,1 The defence Ip the srarmcll ease ires In counsel's
H hands wjeil conversant, with criminal Jurisprudence.

Very many of the late murder and homicide cases,
u the latter of a gross character, have becu tried by
,t them. .

I, 80ALT IMMIGRANTS.

fp Half a Million Balmoa Eggi from the
iu Hblne for tha Hudson and the ConnerJ|tlcut.X Herman Present to the United

States.
H" Professor Spencer F. Balrd, Assistant Secretary
18 of the Smithsonian Institution and United stated
>r Commissioner of Fish aud Fisheries, accompanied
'0 by his Private Secretary, Mr. II. E. Rockwell; Dr.

J. II. Slack. State Commissioner of Fish and Fishr,eerles, of Now Jersey; Br. Hudson, State Commisb-stoner on samo subject, of Connecticut, and Mr.

r,l Seth Green, of this Mtato, tho great cultivator ol
*n almfl unlhinn finr1Niithor filio 0h[|. lire iD tll6 CitY*.
'y awaiting thd arrival of a valuable lot of salmon

^ eggs, .100,000 in number, from the lUver Rhine,
le Two hundred an<l fifty thousand of these were pur"echased for our government at about $40 per thont",sand. The other quarter of a million la a present
id to the United states from the governdmcnt of (lerinany. Mr. Rudolph Hesse I, a
d Herman scientist, who has devoted many
ie years to- the art of cultivating Ash.
le most suitable for tood, comes In charge of the dell10eate freight. The greatest care la necessary la
is transferring the eggs, In their present condition.
<1 especially in a severely cold climate like this at this
»r season. While they require the usual temperature
ir of their natural element a nipping frost might kill
id them. They will be conveyed from the Herman
id steamer the moment she arrives, facilities having

already been made at the Custom House to transfer
them at ouce, in the Bay, to a government steamer

:o for early distribution ami conveyance to the hatch-*
11 Ing houses at Newcastle, on the Hudson, and to
p similar places on the Connecticut River. Thoso
II two places, It Is understood, will receive each oneehalf of this quota of the precious seed of the genusitkiIiiw. salmon eggs aro becoming quite an artlclo
n of commerce.
p Dr. siacn has several thousand young salmon
d from the Sacramento, which aro to be placed in thd
10 Susquehanna. Horatio .seymonr and Hon. Roberl

a. Roosevelt, member of Ci digress of this city, Com*
t- mlssioners of the state of New York, will Join Pr<K
y. fessor lialrd and the other Commissioners upon the
to arrival of Mr. flesscl with his precious charge. The
ill steamer leu Bremen on the lain of January and u

now due.


